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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of 
the foregoing amendments and in view of the reasons tha, follow. Claims i-45 have heen 
.ejected. Claims i, 6, >2-,7, 22, 25, 33, and 4, have been amended. No new matter has e n 
added. Accordingly, Claims 1-45 will be pending inthe present application upon entry of ,h,s 
Amendment and Reply. 

A detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in the application, irrespective of 
whether the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, w,th an 
appropriate defined status identifier. 

r utim Rejections - ^ II.S.C. S 101 
On page 2 of the Office Action, Claims 22-45 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101. 
The Examiner stated: 

Claims 22-45 have no connection to the technological arts. 
NoT of the steps indicate any connection to a computer or 
teZlgy. For instance claim 22, the steps of viewing basic 
product fnformation..."; "providing customer ■P?***^ 
"viewing a price quotation..."; and "accepting the price 
auZZ..." could all be performed manually by a person 
iTerefore, the claim is directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter. The other claims above are similarly rejected. To 
overcome this rejection the Examiner — *e 
Applicant amend the claims to better clarify which of the steps 
are being performed within the technological arts, such as 
v ewing on a computer interface basic product information for a 
P lu7aUty of capit J products at a business-to-business exchange 
computer system". 

While the Applicants disagree with the Examiner's contention (e.g., "displaying ... a. 
a b „si„ess-«o-business exchange web page" as recited in Claim 33 certainly indicates a 
connecuonto the technological arts, since one of ordinary sxil. in the art would 
the manner in which web pages are convention^ displayed), Claims 22, 22, and 33 have 
nevertheless been amended to advance prosecution of the present applicafon. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 22-45 is therefore respectfully 

requested. 
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riaim Rejections - 35 U.S .C. S 102 

On page 3 of the Office Action, Claims 1-45 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,141 ,653 to C^nklinetaL The Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection. At least one element of each of the independent clam, 
(and, accordingly, at least one element of each of the corresponding dependent chums) is not 
identically disclosed by Conklin et al. 

For example, Claim 1 (as amended) is in independent form and recites a "system for 
purchasing customized capital equipment in an online marketplace environment" compnsmg, 
in combination with other elements, a "module for custorniz]^^ 
^nent^r^ based on requirements received from a customer" (emphasis added). 
Claims 2-1 1 depend from independent Claim 1. 

Claim 12 (as amended) is in independent form and recites a "system for allowing 
purchases of customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in 

combination with other elements, a "means for amtain*^^ 

and generating a price quotation therefor 

(emphasis added). Claims 13-21 depend from independent Claim 12. 

Claim 22 (as amended) is in independent form and recites a "method for purchasing 
customized capital equipment products in an electronic marketplace" comprising, in 
combination with other elements, "p,,^^^ 

e^^rod^ to a product provider using the electronic device; viewing a price 
quotation for the customized capital equipment product using the electronic device" 
(emphasis added). Claims 23-32 depend from independent Claim 22. 

Claim 33 (as amended) is in independent form and recites a "method for enabling 
purchases of customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in 
combination with other elements, "providing at the exchange web page a link to a price 
quotation for a cap^taU^^^ 

purchaser " (emphasis added). Claims 34-40 depend from independent Claim 33. 
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Claim 41 (as amended) is in independent form and recites a "method for enabling 
purchases of customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in 
combination with other elements, "providing at the exchange a link to a customized price 
quotation for a r ^uA ^miinment product tha t has been configured in accordance to 
~ T n™npm* receiv eH from a purchaser " (emphasis added). Claims 42-45 depend from 
independent Claim 41 . 

Conklinetal. is directed to a "system for iterative, multivariate negotiations over a 
network" including a "multivariate negotiations engine for iterative bargaining which . . . 
allows a buyer/participant to search and evaluate seller information, propose and negotiate 
orders and counteroffers that include all desired terms, request sample quantities, and track 
activity; allows a seller/participant to use remote authoring templates to create a complete 
Website for immediate integration and activation in the community, to evaluate proposed 
buyer orders and counteroffers, and to negotiate multiple variables such as prices, terms, 
conditions etc., iteratively with a buyer" (see ConklinetaL at col. 13, line 66 through col. 14, 
line 1 1). Conklin et al. also indicates that a "buyer might either propose negotiations of order 
terms based on a seller's catalog and price lists or send out a request for proposal (RFP) to all 
or some of the seller's in the community, or send out a request for a quote (RFQ) to all or 
some of the sellers in a community, asking sellers to respond with the best, most 
comprehensive terms each seller can offer (see Conklinetal. at col. 20, lines 24-31). 

Conklinetal. does not, however, disclose the customization or modification of 
existing products based on customer requirements. By way of reference, one exemplary 
embodiment is described in the present application as follows (with emphasis added): 

[0032] To create price quotation 1 23 for a customized capital 
equipment product based on specific purchaser requirements, 
information from the purchaser is provided to the product 
provider in a step 230. To convey the specific requirements to 
the product provider, a variety of methods may be used. In an 
exemplary embodiment, the purchaser may speak with a 
product provider sales representative using a telephone. In this 
embodiment, the sales representative asks the purchaser a series 
of questions designed to elicit information pertaining to specific 
purchaser requirements. For example, a purchaser may wish to 
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modify a basic MR scann er to conform to a particular set of 
power output requirements. Ot h er modifications may include 
providing connections for vari ous peripheral devices, installing 
ap plications desipned to perfor m va rious functions, or adapting 
the manner to conform to a physical space by rearranging 
manner compon ent. The nu m ber and type of modifications 
allowed for a particular pr oduct will vary depending on the 
product . . . . 

[0034] After the purchaser requirements are determined, a 
product provider sales representative generates a price 
quotation 123 in a step 240. To generate price quotation 123, 
the sales representative ..«es configurator 142 to optimally 
ronfi pure a customized capi tal equipment product designed to 
meet purchaser requirements . Configurator 142 may be a 
COBRA configurator or any other system designed to configure 
capital equipment. In an alternative embodiment, price 
quotation 123 is automatically generated in response to 
requirements entered by the purchaser in response to questions 
generated by module 136. Such an automatic system may 
utilize neural networks or other artificial intelligence 
techniques. 

Conklin etal. notes that the system described therein may be used to "propose and 
negotiate orders and counteroffers that include all desired terms, request sample quantities . . . 
to negotiate . . . prices, terms, conditions, etc." (see Conklin et al at col. 14, lines 4-10). 
Conklin et al. also notes that if "a buyer is interested in opening negotiations with a particular 
seller, the propose [sic] orders processes can be based on catalog prices or desired price and 
other terms, special orders for samples or small quantities, proposed payment vehicles, and 
can include information about the buyer" (see Conklin et al. at col. 19, lines 61-66). 
However, there is no discussion in Conklin etal related to the customization or modification 
of existing products based on customer requirements. 

Accordingly, Conklin et al. does not identically disclose a "system for purchasing 
customized capital equipment in an online marketplace environment" comprising, in 
combination with other elements, a "module for customizing a configuration of a capital 
equipment product based on requirements received from a customer" as recited in 
independent Claim 1. Claim 1 is therefore patentable over CorMm^L Dependent Claims 
2-1 1, which depend from independent Claim 1, are also patentable. See 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 H 4. 
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Conklin et al. also does not identically disclose a "system for allowing purchases of 
customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in combination 
with other elements, a "means for configuring a standard product to include features based on 
needs of a particular customer and generating a price quotation therefor" as recited in 
independent Claim 12. Claim 12 is therefore patentable over Conklin et al. Dependent 
Claims 13-21, which depend from independent Claim 12, are also patentable. 

Conklin et al. also does not identically disclose a "method for purchasing customized 
capital equipment products in an electronic marketplace" comprising, in combination with 
other elements, "providing customer specifications for a customized capital equipment 
product to a product provider using the electronic device; viewing a price quotation for the 
customized capital equipment product using the electronic device" as recited in independent 
Claim 22. Claim 22 is therefore patentable over Conklin et al. Dependent Claims 23-32, 
which depend from independent Claim 22, are also patentable. 

Conklin et al. also does not identically disclose a "method for enabling purchases of 
customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in combination 
with other elements, "providing at the exchange web page a link to a price quotation for a 
capital equipment product that has been customized based on needs of a purchaser" as recited 
in independent Claim 33. Claim 33 is therefore patentable over Conklin et al. Dependent 
Claims 34-40, which depend from independent Claim 33, are also patentable. 

Conklin et al. also does not identically disclose a "method for enabling purchases of 
customized capital equipment in a marketplace environment" comprising, in combination 
with other elements, "providing at the exchange a link to a customized price quotation for a 
capital equipment product that has been configured in accordance to requirements received 
from a purchaser" as recited in independent Claim 41. Claim 41 is therefore patentable over 
Conklin et al. Dependent Claims 42-45, which depend from independent Claim 41, are also 
patentable. 

The rejection of Claims 1-45 should be withdrawn, because at least one limitation of 
each of independent Claims 1,12, 22, 33, and 41 is not identically disclosed by Conklin et al. 
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Accordingly, the Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of 
Claims 1-45 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 



It is submitted that each outstanding objection and rejection to the Application has 
been overcome, and that the Application is in a condition for allowance. The Applicants 
request consideration and allowance of all pending Claims 1-45. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account No. 07-0845. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a 
check being in the wrong amount, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise improper or informal or 
even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to 
Deposit Account No. 07-0845. If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of 
papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. 
§1.136 and authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 07-0845. 



* 



* 



* 



Respectfully submitted, 




FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 26371 
Telephone: (414) 297-5564 
Facsimile: (414)297-4900 



Marcus W. Sprow 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 48,580 
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